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PRE-APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 

In response to the Advisory Action dated 08/18/2009, the Applicant requests 
review of the Final Rejection in the above-identified application. No amendments are 
being filed with this request. A Notice of Appeal under 37 C.F.R. § 41.31(a)(1) is being 
filed herewith. The review is requested for the reasons provided in the following 
remarks. 
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REMARKS 

Claims 1-6, 8-16, and 18-20 remain pending in the application. Claims 1-6, 8-16, 
and 18-20 currently stand rejected. Claims 7 and 17 have been previously canceled. The 
Applicant respectfully requests consideration of the following remarks and allowance of 
claims 1-6, 8-16, and 18-20. 

Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

Claims 1-6, 8-16, and 18-20 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sugawara (U.S. Patent No. 6,169,754) in view of Ovadia'544 (U.S. 
Patent Application Publication No. 2004/0208544). Claims 1-6, 8-16, and 18-20 also 
stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cook (U.S. Patent 
Application Publication No. 2002/0103926) in view of Ovadia'471 (U.S. Patent 
Application Publication No. 2003/0198471). The present rejection mischaracterizes the 
above references cited in the 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) rejection, and thus represents clear error. 
The Applicant respectfully disagrees with the rejections for at least the following reasons. 

Claim 1 recites, in part, "a first interface system configured to receive over a 
single optical wavelength a first Synchronous Optical Network (SONET) signal including 
first section overhead and first line overhead in a first transport overhead and including 
path overhead and user data in a first payload, and in response, to transfer in parallel over 
multiple optical wavelengths the first section overhead, the first line overhead, the path 
overhead, and the user data. . . ." 

Sugawara in view of Ovadia'544 

The final Office Action admits that Sugawara fails to disclose "a first interface for 
receiving over a single optical wavelength a sonet signal to transfer in parallel over 
multiple wavelengths a sonet signal..." (final Office Action, pages 2-3, emphasis 
supplied). The final Office Action includes Ovadia'544 in an attempt to overcome the 
shortcomings of Sugawara. Although Ovadia'544 discusses transferring entire labels and 
payloads over different wavelengths (Ovadia'544, Figures 6 and 7), the final Office 
Action mischaracterizes the teachings of Ovadia'544 by asserting that Ovadia'544 
teaches transferring in parallel over multiple optical wavelengths "the first section 
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overhead, the first line overhead, the path overhead, and the user data. ..." as recited in 
claim 1. 

Ovadia'544 discusses transferring an entire label over a first wavelength and an 
entire payload over a second wavelength, as seen in Figure 6 of Ovadia'544 (i.e. LI and 
PI). In Figure 7 of Ovadia'544, a sequence of labels is transferred over different 
wavelengths (i.e. LI, L2...). However, the labels shown in Figure 7 of Ovadia'544 are 
the entire label for an associated entire payload (i.e. PI, P2...). In contrast, claim 1 
recites, in part, transferring in parallel over multiple optical wavelengths "the first section 
overhead, the first line overhead, the path overhead, and the user data. ..." For example, 
the present specification, page 15, lines 12-19, discusses transferring overhead portions 
and payload portions (i.e. the section overhead, line overhead, path overhead, and user 
data) in parallel over multiple optical wavelengths 612-615 (see specification, page 15 
and Figure 6). Therefore, the final Office Action mischaracterizes Ovadia'544, and the 
combination of Sugawara with Ovadia'544 fails to overcome the shortcomings of 
Sugawara, where Ovadia'544 only discusses transferring entire payloads in parallel with 
entire labels. 

Cook in view of Ovadia'471 

The final Office Action admits that Cook fails to disclose "a first interface for 
receiving over a single optical wavelength a sonet signal to transfer in parallel over 
multiple wavelengths a sonet signal...'" (final Office Action, page 5, emphasis supplied). 
The final Office Action then includes Ovadia'471 in an attempt to overcome the 
shortcomings of Cook. Similar to Ovadia'544 discussed above, Ovadia'471 discusses 
transferring entire labels and payloads over different wavelengths (Ovadia'471, Figures 6 
and 7). The final Office Action mischaracterizes the teachings of Ovadia'471 by 
asserting that Ovadia'471 teaches transferring in parallel over multiple optical 
wavelengths "the first section overhead, the first line overhead, the path overhead, and 
the user data. . . ." as recited in claim 1 . 

Ovadia'471 discusses transferring an entire label over a first wavelength and an 
entire payload over a second wavelength, as seen in Figure 6 of Ovadia'471 (i.e. LI and 
PI). In Figure 7 of Ovadia'471, a sequence of labels is transferred over different 
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wavelengths (i.e. LI, L2...). However, the labels shown in Figure 7 of Ovadia'471 are 
the entire label for an associated entire payload (i.e. PI, P2. . .). In contrast, claim 1 
recites, in part, transferring in parallel over multiple optical wavelengths "the first section 
overhead, the first line overhead, the path overhead, and the user data. ..." For example, 
the present specification, page 15, lines 12-19, discusses transferring overhead portions 
and payload portions (i.e. the section overhead, line overhead, path overhead, and user 
data) in parallel over multiple optical wavelengths 612-615 (see specification, page 15 
and Figure 6). Therefore, the final Office Action mischaracterizes Ovadia'471, and the 
combination of Cook with Ovadia'471 fails to overcome the shortcomings of Cook, 
where Ovadia'471 only discusses transferring entire payloads in parallel with entire 
labels. 

The present rejections mischaracterize Ovadia'544 and Ovadia'471, and thus 
represent clear error. The rejections should therefore be withdrawn. 

Based on the foregoing comments, the Applicant contends that claim 1 is 
allowable, and such indication is respectfully requested. Independent claim 1 1 contains 
limitations similar to those of claim 1 and, therefore, is also allowable. Dependent claims 
2-6, 8-10, 12-16, and 18-20 stand similarly rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). The 
Applicant refrains from discussion of dependent claims 2-6, 8-10, 12-16, and 18-20 in 
view of their dependence from otherwise allowable independent claims 1 and 11. 
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CONCLUSION 

The claims in their present form are allowable over the art of record. Therefore, 
the Applicant respectfully solicits their allowance. 

The Applicant hereby authorizes the Office to charge Deposit Account No. 
210765 the appropriate fee under 37 C.F.R. §41.20(b)(l) for the Notice of Appeal filed 
herewith. The Applicant also authorizes the Office to charge Deposit Account No. 
210765 the appropriate fee for a one-month extension of time. Should the Office 
determine any other fees are necessary, the Office is hereby authorized to charge Deposit 
Account No. 210765. 



Respectfully submitted, 
/David J. Bovitz/ 
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